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Coja Solomon.    Upon this the Governor and  Council
were l petitioned by the " principal black inhabitants " in
favour of the prisoner.    They respited him " in order to
" give these people the fullest conviction of our lenity as
" well as justice, and in hopes that this man's condemna-
" tion will be a sufficient example to deter others from
" the committing of the like offence which is not held
" so  heinous  in  their  eyes."    The directors  answered
by procuring a free pardon for Eadachurn Metre.    They
pointed out some defects in the indictment and observed
that upon the evidence " there appears but slender legal
" evidence to found a conviction upon," and concluded,
" we are glad you have interfered in his behalf."    Impey
said 2 that after every inquiry he could not discover that
t the proceeding itself was   ever   censured   or  the   law
complained of by the inhabitants, and that the petition
was based on the circumstance, that its existence was at
the time unknown to the inhabitants.    He adds, that as
" the whole passed in the ordinary course of business, and
" accorded with all the other proceedings of the Court/'
he " esteemed it a full precedent, more especially as there
{(had been  a plain intimation from the Governor and
" Council, if the condemnation should not be sufficient to
" deter the natives from the commission of forgery, that
" the law would be enforced in future."

These arguments seem to have convinced at least one

1  I have seen a suggestion that Nuncomar was one of those by whom
this address was signed.    A parliamentary paper purporting to be a copy
of part of the consultations for 11 March 1705, is "bound up in the
volume of papers at the India Office which contains the evidence before
the Impeachment Committee. It points the petition in question.  Ninety -
four names are appended to it, Nuncoxnar's name is not one of them.
That of Mohun Persaud is fifth on the list.

2  Part. Mist. xxv. 1363.